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MEMORANDUM.

Defendant pleaded qguilty to first-degree retail fraud, MCL 750.356c; MSA 28.588(3), and
received an enhanced sentence of thirty-two to forty-eght months imprisonment, reflecting his satus as
afourth offender, MCL 769.12; MSA 28.1084. Defendant appedls as of right. We affirm.

Although the trid court faled to resolve defendant’s claims of inaccuracy in the presentence
investigation report, we need not remand because the record fails to reflect that the trial court
consdered the chalenged information when fashioning defendant’s sentence.  People v Danidls, 192
Mich App 658, 675-676; 482 NW2d 176 (1991).

Defendant failed to meet his initid burden of proof that his juvenile convictions were secured
without representation of counsel. People v Carpentier, 446 Mich 19, 31; 521 NW2d 195 (1994).
Accordingly, the trid court could properly rely on defendant’s prior juvenile record when fashioning
defendant’s sentence, even though the court initidly indicated that it would not rely on the juvenile
record. People v Jones, 173 Mich App 341, 343; 433 NW2d 829 (1988).

Findly, defendant is not entitled to resentencing where the trid court failed to amend the
presentence investigation report to include certain additional circumstances surrounding the commission
of the ingtant offense. Defendant cannot be said to have sustained preudice where defense counsdl was
given the opportunity to inform the court of these circumstances during adlocution on defendant’ s behdlf.
MCR 6.425(D)(2)(c); People v Westbrook, 188 Mich App 615; 470 NW2d 495 (1991).



Affirmed.
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